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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This is in response to the amendment filed on 28 December 2005. 



2. 



Claims 1-19 are pending in the application. 



3. 



Claims 1-19 have been rejected. 



Response to Arguments 



4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-19 have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 

enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the 

specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which 

it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

The limitation, in independent claims 1 and 19, "receiving identifying data derived from 

a document at an outside agency" is not supported by the specification. The burden falls on the 

applicant to point out in the specification where there is support for this limitation. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
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6. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claims 1 and 9 provide for the use of receiving identifying data derived from a document 
at an outside agency, but, since the claim does not set forth any steps involved in the 
method/process, it is unclear what method/process applicant is intending to encompass. A claim 
is indefinite where it merely recites a use without any active, positive steps delimiting how this 
use is actually practiced. 

The applicant has not provided any active, positive steps on how the identifying data is 
derived from a document at an outside agency. After a review of the specification, the examiner 
has seen no support for deriving identifying data from a document. 

7. Claims 1 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed recitation of a use, 
without setting forth any steps involved in the process, results in an improper definition of a 
process, i.e., results in a claim which is not a proper process claim under 35 U.S.C. 101. See for 
example Ex parte Dunki, 153 USPQ 678 (Bd.App. 1967) and Clinical Products, Ltd. v. Brenner, 
255 F. Supp. 131, 149 USPQ 475 (D.D.C. 1966). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shal! be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

8. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Haber et al WO 
92/03000. 

As to claim 1, Haber et al discloses a method for time-stamping a digital document 
comprising: 

receiving identifying data derived from a document at an outside agency 
[pages 13-14]; 

creating at the outside agency a first receipt based on the identifying data 
[pages 14-15]; 

creating at the outside agency a second receipt, different from the first 
receipt based on a time indication that indicates when the document was received 
at the outside agency [pages 16-17]; 

inserting a linking value into the first and second receipts that links the 
identifying data in the first receipt with the time indication in the second receipt 
[pages 21-22]; 

certifying the first and second receipts at the outside agency using a 
cryptographic signature scheme [pages 23-24]. 
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As to claims 2 and 10, Haber et al discloses that the identifying data comprises a digital 
representation of at least a portion of the document [pages 13-14]. 

As to claims 3 and 1 1, Haber et al discloses that the identifying data comprises a digital 
sequence derived by application of a deterministic function to at least a portion of the document 
[pages 13-14]. 

As to claims 4 and 12, Haber et al discloses that the digital sequence is a hash value 
derived by application of a one-way hashing function to at least a portion of the document [pages 
13-14]. 

As to claims 5 and 13, Haber et al discloses that the first receipt comprises at least a 
portion of the identifying data and a nonce [pages 14-15]. 

As to claims 6 and 14, Haber et al discloses that the first receipt comprises a digital 
sequence generated by applying a pre-determined function to the identifying data [pages 14-15]. 

As to claims 7 and 15, Haber et al discloses that one of the first and second receipts 
comprises a user identification number associated with a user [pages 21-22]. 

As to claims 8 and 16, Haber et al discloses that one of the first and second receipts 
comprises a sequential record number [pages 21-22]. 

As to claim 9, Haber et al discloses a method for time-stamping a digital document 
comprising: 

transmitting identifying data derived from the document to an outside 
agency [pages 13-14]; 
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receiving from the outside agency a first receipt signed by the outside 
agency using a cryptographic signature scheme, the first receipt including a first 
digital sequence generated based on the identifying data [pages 14-15]; 

receiving from the outside agency a second receipt signed by the outside 
agency using a cryptographic signature scheme, the second receipt being different 
from the first receipt and containing a second digital sequence based on a time 
indication that indicates when the document was received at the outside agency 
[pages 21-22]; and 

wherein the first and second receipts include a linking value that links the 
identifying data in the first receipt with the time indication in the second receipt 
[pages 21-22]. 

As to claim 17, Haber et al discloses that a common cryptographic signature scheme is 
used to sign both the first and second receipts [pages 23-24]. 

As to claim 1 8, Haber et al discloses that different cryptographic signature schemes are 
used to sign the first and second receipts [pages 23-24]. 

As to claim 19, Haber et al discloses that the linking value is a nonce value [pages 21- 

22]. 
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Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aravind K. Moorthy whose telephone number is 571-272-3793. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz R. Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Aravind K Moort 
February 2, 2006 



